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7’01
Intro

Today we will i”va learn 1 q7 of 73’2 noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

A continuation of the discussion of

7771w - or

AVIAPR -

And how that relates to the laws of onn on Shabbos and Yom
Tov

A discussion of the laws of 1171 5103, and its various Halachic
ramifications related to laws of :7o°x and p - monetary laws,
and how this relates to the laws of oinn for a jointly owned item
on Yom Tov.

Some of the key topics and concepts that we will learn about
include:

o'oInn

A person on Shabbos or Yom Tov, is only allowed to walk a
distance of 2000 Amos, (which is between 960 and 1,152 meters -
or 3147 and 3774 feet - depending upon differing Halachic
opinions) outside the city limits - or from his encampment, if he
is not in a city. If one wants to walk beyond that distance on
Shabbos or Yom Tov, they must make an Eruvei Techumin, by
placing two meals worth of food slightly less than 2000 Amos
from his present location. In this manner the person can walk an
additional 2000 amos past the Eruv.

1772

Bereirah is the concept of making something contingent upon
events that have not yet taken place. For example, making a sale
conditional on something that will happen only tomorrow. It is
aMachlokes in the Gemara and in Halacha as well, if 772w,
which would retroactively validate such a conditional action, or
71772 PR, and such an action would be rendered invalid.

DIORP POV TN

An expression used to show astonishment at another’s
statement. nwn is a title of 113, as if to say, you are as great as
Moshe Rabenu in our 717, how then could you make such a
statement?

M Hva

Nullification by the majority - If there are two substances
mixed together, 770 law allows for the majority to nullify the
minority so that the minority is considered as if it is
non-existent.
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Solet'sreview.....

Our Gemara continues the discussion from the previous Daf
about pinnon Yom Tov.

DR 92793790 RI71 37 DVD SV MW HRIDY IR

Shmuel teaches that the animals of a cattle raiser or dealer
would follow the oinn of the buyer, even if purchased on Yom
Tov itself, as Rashi explains:

IS PAMRT PIT

5 a0 N5 NIRT IRDT PIIWI PHPIR SIHNRD

Since this is the seller’s business, he transfers ownership,
regarding onn, to the mw- of the potential buyer, from before
Yom Tov.

However,

PV ANIR 9379 R A S0 T

As Rashi explains - One who shepherds his own flock, and
occasionally sells some of his animals - these animals follow
the oinn of the town. Even if he himself set up a personal 217y in
one direction, the animals are not governed by his onn, but that
of the town, because he also had in mind to transfer ownership,
regarding onn, to the mw1 of the potential buyer, from before
Yom Tov. However, since he generally sells to locals only, the
animals follow the onn of the town.

We had learned in the Mishna

SRV 5270 V" PP 1IN 123 KRV

PRWUHA IV

If someone borrows an item BEFORE Yom Tov, the item is
governed by the mnn of the borrower. If it was borrowed ON
Yom Tov, the item is governed by the mnn of the lender. In both
cases, it is based on who had possession of the item at the
ONSET of Yom Tov.

The gemara asks - Ro'wo?

If he borrowed it before Yom Tov, certainly it would follow the
oinn of the borrower?

The Gemara answers;

VP2 RORIZ 170D RHW R RS

The wvirnis that even if he only took possession of the item on
Yom Tov itself - since he arranged to borrow it before Yom
Tov, itis considered in the borrower’s possession, and follows
his oinn.

However,

PRWUDA IV

If he only arranged on Yom Tov to borrow the item, they follow
the oinn of the lender.

This too is ROWO?

However, the vy7n is;

rn PRV 3T

Even where this borrower usually borrows this item, yet since
he did not arrange to borrow it before Y om Tov, at the onset of
Yom Tov the owner thinks

IH PRWIPIR RPINR VPR MI0D ROOT:

Perhaps he found other arrangements, and this time, borrowed
from someone else. Therefore, even when he ultimately
borrows it on Yom Tov, it is not considered to have been
transferred to the mw- of the borrower before Yom Tov.
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The Mishnah had further taught;

ANDY5 MOMI D1 P5IAN ANI2NN TORVY TURT

TPHW 5310 BRI

WP 112 PRY 739N D T AT

If a woman borrowed on Y om Tov, spices, water or salt to add
to her dough, the finished dough or bread may be carried only as
far as the onn of both parties.

The Gemara examines this point, and relates;

NIR 17 7505

When X1 °27 went up from Bavel to Eretz Yisrael he uttered a
Tefilah;

5pNNT RNSH RIRT RV R

May my words of Torah be accepted and find favor in the eyes
of the o 7150 of Eretz Yisrael.

While there, XaR *27 came into a respectable forum of 7150
o»on who were discussing our Mishna, and they questioned;
7O 115 M9 O D019 ROR

Why should the owner of the water or salt play a part in
determining the oinn of the baked item? Why would it not
become 01 to the dough as a relatively insignificant item?

To which Xax "2 responded;

1720 5w Pon Pap mwYa Pon ap 1 17wmw N

T 90 9IR?

If a person’s one Kav of wheat became mixed in with someone
else’s 10 Kavim of wheat, should the one who now has 11 Kavim
of wheat, acquire the other person’s Kav, and be happy?

Tosfos explains that Rebbi Abba is saying that the laws of 51072
cannot be applied to determine the oinn of the dough which is
jointly owned by two people. Because, 1071 applies only to
M MO°R - the i nullifies the Mo'R - but regarding pmn -
monetary matters - 51’ cannot nullify ownership. Therefore,
since the DN MO'N is based on possession, the borrowed
ingredients do not become Sva.

O 1IN
The group mocked the words of Rebbe Abba, because he did
not express his point clearly.
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A lengthy discussion ensues, and the Gemara points out that
indeed ownership does not become 503, even where it is
insignificant, and cannot be claimed in court.

However, Abaye maintains the original question by saying;
RIOPY RNOR IPDTH R 1

202 RY RIPD PVIRNOR

Abaye certainly agrees that ownership does not become 502,
However, the Dinn Wo'R can become 503, even though it is a
result of ownership. The 1 does not become 503, but the mo°R
does become 5v2.

If so, asks the Gemara;

NI RV

Why then do the salt and water not become 5v1 in the dough
regarding Dnn?

The Gemara gives three answers:

- ] -

MOMWI DY WY RDW 7703 DR "IN

We are concerned of a case where two people will make a
proper partnership in baked goods, such as contributing flour or
another significant ingredient, which would then restrict them
to their common oinn. They will think that they are not
restricted, as when one contributed only water or salt, not
realizing the distinction.
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-2-

T2V PHYVS PHIN IR X2

Rava answers that spices and salt are meant to add flavoring
and taste to the baked or cooked item.

52 RS RPYV)

And as such, the spices are significant, and it is for this reason
that they are not Sva to the dough.

-3-

PYONID YW 937 772 0T DN IR WK 3T

502 RS ORI 10K PO D ww 92750

Rav Ashi explains that the water and salt do not become 01 as
this bread is something that can become permitted - As Rashi
says:

M5y b

IR 9INR OPAIR

It can be taken out of the common oinn after Yom Tov, or eaten
within the common on on Yom Tov.

D11V AT

WM 72 PRY 1010

R’ Yehuda considers water insignificant, and it does not retain
its identity to restrict the mnn.

ROTOP PROM -

Since R’ Yehuda mentioned only o'», it seems that mb» - salt is
not insignificant, and does retain its identity to restrict the onn.

The Gemara points out that in the Mishnah R’ Yehuda is
referring to

PIMINOR Mo» - A coarse salt, which remains noticeable in the
mixture -

However, in a Braisa where R’ Yehuda says;

rhoa o on

17TPA PNV P

That both water and salt are insignificant - is referring to
70 Mo - A fine salt, which dissolves completely in the
mixture.
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Also - in the Mishnabh, as in this Braisa, R’ Yehuda says that o»
rom1 is 501 in both dough and in cooked food, because he is

referring to

712 - a thick food, with no sauce, in which the > o'p is not

noticeable.

However, there is another Braisa where R’ Yehuda says;

nova phoa mhm on
7772 POV PRI
72017 391

That n5m o» are not 501 in cooked food, because he is referring

to

797 - a loose food, with sauce, in which the n5m o'» remains

noticeable.
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